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DETAILED ACTION 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .1 7(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 
02/10/2009 has been entered. 

Response to Amendment 

ON 02/10/2009, applicant amended claim 14 and added claims 48-67. 
Claims 14, 48-67 are pending and will be examined. 

Claim Objections 

Claim 48 is objected to under 37 CFR 1 .75(c), as being of improper dependent 
form for failing to further limit the subject matter of a previous claim. Applicant is 
required to cancel the claim(s), or amend the claim(s) to place the claim(s) in proper 
dependent form, or rewrite the claim(s) in independent form. 

In claim 48, as in claim 14, the action of "...analyzing linger time of an RFID- 
enabled shopping cart of the customer or the other customer in the area where the 
second product was sold..." does not further limit claim 14, "... analyzing a linger time of 
the customer or the other customer in an area where the second product was sold..." 
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since "...of an RFID-enabled shopping cart..." refers to actions that are implied, not 
positively stated and occur outside the metes and bounds of the claim. Further, the 
limitation "...of an RFID-enabled shopping cart..." is not an active part of the claim. 
Appropriate correction is required. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

Claims 14, 48-67 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to 
comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter 
which was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to 
one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, 
had possession of the claimed invention. 

claim 14, 54 and 61 refer to "...based on analyzing a linger time of the customer 
or the other customer in an area where the second product was sold..." However, there 
is no written description of "...based on analyzing a linger time of the customer or the 
other customer in an area where the second product was sold..." since the disclosures 
refer to linger time of a single customer: 

[0440] The server system 3514 may then use this received input from the RFID 
gateway to 3830 track the movement of customers 4302 through the store 4300. For 
example, the server system 3514 may discern a bottleneck of RFID-enabled shopping 
carts 4306 and alert store workers 3510 to open a new checkout line. The server system 
3514 also may record customer "linger" 

by shelves or products through tracking the RFID-enabled shopping carts 4306. 
The recorded customer "linger time" may then be later analyzed for a correlation between 
"linger time" and sales of the corresponding product. The server system 3514 may be 
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used, for example, to provide visualization information of RFID-enabled cart 4304 
movement patterns, sales flow of goods (i.e., what sells when), and groups of goods 
purchased. 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 14, 48-67 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

Claims 14, 48-67 contain the term or: "...the customer OR by an other 
customer..." The term renders the claims indefinite, since it is not possible to 
determine the scope of the claim as requiring both items or only one of the items 
separated by the or. For purposes of this examination, examiner will give the term its 
broadest reasonable interpretation and consider that the particular condition is satisfied 
if one of the limitations is met. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 02/10/2009 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

Arguments concerning cancelled claims are moot in view of their cancellation. 
Applicant argues, 

The independent claims have each been amended to recite the feature of "correlating the 
first product with a second product previously purchased by the customer or by an other 
customer who also purchased the first product, based on analyzing a linger time of the 
customer or the other customer in an area where the second product was sold." 

The Applicants submit that Jelen does not disclose or suggest these new features. 
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Applicant's arguments fail to comply with 37 CFR 1 .1 1 1 (b) because they amount 
to a general allegation that the claims define a patentable invention without specifically 
pointing out how the language of the claims patentably distinguishes them from the 
references. 

Claims 14, 54 and 61 refer to actions that are implied, not positively stated and 

take place outside the metes and bounds of the claims. As such, the limitation carries 

little to no patentable weight: 

...previously purchased by the customer or by an other customer who also 
purchased the first product, based on analyzing a linger time of the customer or the other 
customer in an area where the second product was sold... 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

Claim 14, 48, 49, 51, 54, 55, 56, 58, 61, 62, 63 and 65, as interpreted, are 
rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over Jelen (US 6,1 29,276) in 
view of Giannini et al. (US 7062454). 

As per claim 14, Jelen discloses computer-implemented method(s) comprising: 

outputting a first page for display on a portable device, the first page including a 
first field for receiving a product identifier of a first product identified by a customer; see, 
for example, at least Fig. 14 and related text, Fig. 13, ref. 430. 

receiving the product identifier; see, for example, Fig. 13 and related text. 
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correlating the first product with a second product previously purchased by the 
customer or by an other customer who also purchased the first product; see, for 
example, references to previously purchased products, as in Abstract. 

outputting a second page for display on the electronic device, the second page 
displaying information identifying the second product. See, for example, Jelen, Col. 4, 
lines 37-50. 

Jelen does not specifically disclose that correlating the first product previously 
purchased by the customer or by an other customer who also purchased the first 
product is based on analyzing a linger time of the customer or the other customer in an 
area where the second product was sold. This feature is disclosed by Giannini et al., 
(US 7,062,454) as in col. 1, lines 40-55. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to have modified the invention of Jelen to have included that correlating the 
first product previously purchased by the customer or by an other customer who also 
purchased the first product is based on analyzing a linger time of the customer or the 
other customer in an area where the second product was sold as taught by Giannini 
because the incorporation of such features is no more than the predictable use of prior 
art elements according to their established function and Combining prior art elements 
according to known methods yield predictable results. 

As per claim 48 . Jelen discloses analyzing linger time of an RFID-enabled 
shopping cart of the customer or the other customer in the area where the second 
product was sold. See, for example, Fig. 1 and related text. 
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As per claim 49 , Jelen discloses that the product identifier is received using a 
different modality (touch screen input, Fig. 17, keyboard) than is used to output the 
information identifying the second product (display output, Fig. 17, browser). 

As per claim 51 , Jelen discloses that the first product is correlated with the 
second product further based on a sales promotion of the second product. See, for 
example, references to sale, as in Fig. 1, which shows different products. 

Claim 54 is rejected on the same grounds as claim 14. 

Claim 55 is rejected on the same grounds as claim 48. 

Claim 56 is rejected on the same grounds as claim 49. 

Claim 58 is rejected on the same grounds as claim 51 . 

Claim 61 is rejected on the same grounds as claim 14. 

Claim 62 is rejected on the same grounds as claim 48. 

Claim 63 is rejected on the same grounds as claim 49. 

Claim 65 is rejected on the same grounds as claim 51 . 

Claims 50, 53, 57, 60, 64 and 67 are rejected under 35 USC 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Jelen in view of Glannini and further in view of Reade et al. US 
2004/0103034, 

As per claim 50 , Jelen and Giannini do not specifically disclose determining a 
route between the first product and the second product; and outputting information 
describing the route. This is disclosed by Reade et al., US 2004/0103034, para 0019, 
for example. 
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As per claim 53 , Jelen and Giannini do not specifically disclose receiving spoken 
information describing the first product. This is disclosed by Reade, as in para 0015, for 
example. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 

invention was made to combine Jelen, Giannini and Reade to disclose 

determining a route between the first product and the second product; and 
outputting information describing the route (claim 50). 

receiving spoken information describing the first product, (claim 53). 

because the incorporation of such features is no more than the predictable use of 
prior art elements according to their established function, and it was old and well known 
to combine prior art elements according to known methods to yield predictable results. 

Claim 57 is rejected on the same grounds as claim 50. 

Claim 60 is rejected on the same grounds as claim 53. 

Claim 64 is rejected on the same grounds as claim 50. 

Claim 67 is rejected on the same grounds as claim 53. 

Claim 52, 59 and 66 are rejected under 35 USC 103(a) as unpatentable over 
Jelen in view of Giannini and further in view of Official Notice. 

As per claim 52 , Jelen does not specifically disclose that the first product is 
correlated with the second product further based on excess inventory of the second 
product. Official notice is taken that is was old and well known at the time of applicant's 
invention to correlate first products with second product further based on excess 
inventory of the second product. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time the invention was made to extend Jelen to disclose that the first 
product is correlated with the second product further based on excess inventory of the 
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second product because the incorporation of such features is no more than the 
predictable use of prior art elements according to their established function, and it was 
old and well known to combine prior art elements according to known methods to yield 
predictable results. 

Claim 59 is rejected on the same grounds as claim 52. 

Claim 66 is rejected on the same grounds as claim 52. 



Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to JAMES ZURITA whose telephone number is (571)272- 
6766. The examiner can normally be reached on 8am-5pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jeffrey A. Smith can be reached on (571)272-6763. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 

Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 

published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 

Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 

For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 

you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 

Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 

USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 

system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/James Zurita/ 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 3625 
15 March 2009 



